INTRODUCTION
Health care professionals monitor these behaviors which include taking medication, attending appointments, accompaniment by the family and keeping in contact with support services, goals to be developed in order for the patient to improve their health. When the patient is more engaged, this is associated with better outcomes, whereas high levels of abandoning the monitoring and control make it difficult to evaluate the results of the interventions. 3 In studies of efficacy, adherence is essential in order to examine issues such as internal and external validity, which are compromised when there are high losses of patients during treatment and monitoring. a Drug addiction interventions using telemedicine, such as counselling via the telephone, 23, 26 internet 38 and text messages 14 aim to minimize the impact of abandoning treatment when offered together with fate-to-face interventions and often represent significant treatment alternatives when used in isolation. 18, 36 Even when it is easy to collect data, there are still few studies on dropout rates for isolated interventions or interventions in combination with face-to-face telemedicine based interventions. 38 In addition, little is known about reasons for non-adherence and the specific components that can improve patient engagement in studies using telemedicine based interventions. 17 Randomized clinical trial with alcohol users showed that 80 of the 136 individuals who participated in an internet intervention completed the six-month monitoring period, representing a dropout rate of approximately 42.0%. 5 In face-to-face interventions for drug addiction, generally, 50.0% of patients abandon treatment before the end of the period. 12 The rates have been studied from different perspectives. In Brazil, there are still few studies on telemedicine based interventions. The rate of adherence to treatment for drug addiction and the cultural, technological and disease-related factors that influence its effectiveness and the patients' engagement with recommendations made through internet, telephone and text message are unknown.
The aim of this study was to estimate non-adherence rates in drug addiction treatment strategies using telemedicine.
METHODS
Randomized clinical trials meeting the following criteria were selected: a) testing different telemedicine treatment methods in drug users and estimating factors associated with non-adherence rates; b) population aged over 18; c) published in English between 2000 and 2012. Telemedicine is a recent field of study and studies were found from 2000 onwards, hence the start date for the search. The authors searched for publications in English as the majority of publications were in this language.
The following search terms were used "randomized controlled trial", "drug abuse", "telemedicine" and its "mesh terms" in Google Scholar, and in the PubMed, PsycINFO, SciELO, Wiley (The Cochrane Library), Embase and Clinical trials databases. The search strategy included Boolean operators combining the limits and filters for each term. The studies found were then evaluated to verify the following characteristics: year of publication, demographic region in which the study was carried out, the psychoactive substance included in the studies, a description of the sample allocation (randomization), blinding of outcomes, description of losses and exclusion, analysis by intention to treat, number of drug addicts (sample size), number of groups in the study, division of participants into control or intervention groups, type of intervention used with the groups, type of control used, stratification of groups by sex, age of the individuals being monitored and length of follow-up, the means used to apply the intervention and the frequency with which it was applied, methods of measuring the results, control and intervention group scores before and after the proposed intervention, relationship of adherence for the control and intervention groups.
There were 274 records recovered. Of these, 253 were excluded after analysis of the title and the abstract (Figure) . The remaining 20 articles were analyzed by 2 investigators (LS and LRF) and compared in case of disagreement. Inclusion or exclusion was decided by a third assessor (TM).
In order to analyze the quality of the randomized clinical trials, the GRADE scale was used. 22 To ensure transparency and simplicity, the GRADE system classifies the quality of evidence into one of four levels, high, moderate, low and very low quality. Studies scoring 5/5 were considered high quality, score of 4/5 and 3/5 were of moderate quality and 2/5 and 1/5 were low and very low quality, respectively. Evidence based on randomized clinical trials begins with high quality evidence, but confidence in the evidence can decrease for a variety of reasons including: limitations of the study, inconsistent results, indirect evaluations, inaccuracy and indications of bias. 22 Thus, the definitions of quality can be classified as:
22
• High quality research: very unlikely that confidence in the estimate of effect changes;
• Moderate quality research: likely to have a significant impact on confidence in the estimate of effect and may change the estimate;
• Low quality research: very likely to have a significant impact on confidence in the estimate of effect and the estimate is likely to change;
• In very low quality research, the estimate of effect is very uncertain.
The clinical relevance of the studies included was evaluated using the United States Preventive Services Task Force (USPSTF) criteria 24 in accordance with the five questions recommended by the Cochrane Back Review Group. 43 Each question was classified as positive (+) if the relevant item was met; negative (-) if the item was not found and unclear (u) if the data were not available for analysis. Thus, the relevance of the interventions can be classified as:
• Good (5/5): consistent results, well designed, well conducted study of a representative population that directly evaluates effects on health results;
• Reasonable (4/5 and 3/5): sufficient evidence to determine effects on health results, although the strength of relevancy is limited by the number, quality, size or consistency of the included study, or generalization for routine practice and the results;
• Limited or poor (2/5 and 1/5): there is insufficient evidence to evaluate the effects on health results due to the limited number of studies, inexplicable inconsistency, important faults in the design or conduct of the study, problems in the evaluation of lack of information on important results.
RESULTS
Of the 20 randomized clinical trials analyzed, the most commonly studied substance was alcohol (13 articles) and the majority of the research was on users of single psycho-active substances (13 articles). The number of patients involved in each study varied between 20 and 230 in the studies with smaller samples and between 358 and 873 in those with large samples. The participants' ages varied between 24 and 58 years of age.
All of the studies used telemedicine combined with different interventions, such as brief motivational intervention, individual therapy, group therapy, cognitivebehavioral therapy -using strategies for coping, for identifying risky situations and identifying problems associated with use, among others -and preventing relapses. The non-adherence rate varied between 7.4% and 68.8%. The majority of studies followed patients for more than six months and described losses and exclusions; randomization and allocation concealment were adequate in half of the studies, 26.0% blinded the results and 63.0% analyzed according to intention to treat (Table 1) .
Regarding the quality of the results analyzed, 50.0% were of moderate to high quality ( Table 2) . As for clinical relevance, 13 studies had a reasonable level of relevance (Table 3 ).
DISCUSSION
Lower rates of non-adherence are related to high quality studies evaluated using GRADE. Studies with single users, limited intervention time and which used different techniques to stop drug use appeared to increase rates of adherence. The interventions in the randomized clinical trials evaluated in this systematic review were of at least three months duration and, although all of them used telemedicine as primary or secondary support, the treatment methods differed, which may have affected adherence.
Treating drug addiction is a complex process. In addition to the factors related to treatment methods, coping abilities, 9,33 motivation, self-efficacy, 33 the users' emotional state 4 and social support 13 influence the process of changing behavior, affecting adherence to treatment for substance abuse. 8 For Brazilian alcoholics, rates of non-adherence to drug addiction treatment depend on the type of intervention, on the result related to abstinence, as they had to avoid consuming alcohol for six months after the intervention. High levels of adherence to treatment and substantial reduction of alcohol use.
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Of the studies evaluated, six 1, 6, 28, 30, 34, 48 were of high quality and the clinical relevance of four of these was good. 1, 6, 28, 34 Considering the impact of non-adherence rates in each of the six best studies, a difference in nonadherence rates can be identified, even in well-designed studies. Agyapong I: Intervention Group; C: Control Group a GRADE study quality scale, Guyatt GH et al (2008) . b The complete data for the scale are described in Table 3 . c The complete data for the scale are described in Table 4 .
contributed to better adherence. 25 On the other hand, the study by Agyapong et al, 1 when compared to the other good quality ones, had the shortest follow-up time.
Lower rates of non-adherence are also found in shorter treatments, or those with a limited time, irrespective of the use of telemedicine. According to a meta-analysis of data on face-to-face therapy, 44 a short followup time is more effective than treatments that have no time limit or even those in which there is a limited, albeit extensive, period. Another important factor in the study by Agyapong et al 1 is that the treatment was only for alcohol users, and the literature describes how it is easier for users of a single substance to follow treatment and stop taking it than for users of more than one drug. 39 The study using pharmacological treatment 28 for tobacco had a low non-adherence rate, which may be explained by the use of medication that, by increasing rates of quitting, 21, 27 may motivate the patient to adhere more to treatment. 46 Moreover, research conducted with smokers shows that pharmacological treatment is widely studied, 35 with positive results for treating nicotine dependence. 21, 27 It is probable that the use of strategies to prevent relapse with longer follow-up than in the other studies (one year) and the patients' financial incentive ($25 per follow up conducted) may also have positively influenced adherence results.
The study of users of alcohol alone 34 had a higher non-adherence rate compared with other good quality studies. Alcohol dependence is also associated with high rates of non-adherence in face-to-face treatment. 45 Even with more follow-up, the patients in this study 34 were monitored for longer than in other studies, probably due to the use of a combination of different techniques. 34 Making use of more than one technique, including using telemedicine, is a good alternative for treating drug users, 36 as, when the intervention contains different tools and approaches, 7 there is a greater possibility of the individual being engaged, 2 and the results of the treatment may also be better. 29 The study by Brendryen et al 6 highlights using the telemedicine Happy Ending technique, consisting of an intense stop smoking program with the help of contact via e-mail, text messages, a helpline for dealing with cravings and a system to prevent relapse. Moreover, it emphasizes how psychological support can be efficaciously provided through modern communication technology with excellent results. 6 The study by Brendryen et al 6 was of high quality and had better results for stopping smoking when technological interventions were used, confirming that well-designed studies have more reliable results.
As the quality of the studies included in this systematic review decreased, there was an increase in non-adherence rates. This shows that in research that is more reliable in estimating effect -represents the effect present in the population and not only in the sample studiedthere are better adherence rates. 10 In moderate quality studies, 5, 26, 31, 49 only that of Blankers et al 5 had high rates of non-adherence (41.0% in six months) and the others showed little variation (between 22.0% and 29.0%). Regarding clinical relevance of the moderate quality studies, only that of Blankers et al 5 had reasonable relevance, whereas the others met the criteria evaluated with good clinical relevance. Although the study by Blankers et al 5 was conducted solely with alcohol users, the only intervention technique used was that of online therapy, in which there was no contact with a therapist and the individuals was self-guided by the programs used. The authors themselves highlight the technique as being effective but limited to reduced alcohol consumption. Kay-Lambkin et al 31 and Zanjani et al 49 used brief intervention techniques associated with other interventions. The former presented an intervention for alcohol and marijuana and had a higher non-adherence rate. 31 This may be related to use of two substances and to the follow-up time, as well as to the characteristics of the profile of those who use marijuana 19 who often have difficulty viewing their marijuana consumption as problematic. 40 The treatment in the study by Zanjani et al was conducted solely with smokers, with a six-month follow-up to facilitate adherence. 44 Hubbard et al 26 only used groups via telephone with tele-counselors and indicated that in-person clinical monitoring is necessary to keep abstinence.
Studies considered to be of 16, 18, 20, 37 have high nonadherence rates, which may be explained by difficulty maintaining the effect estimate. 10 The evaluation of the results for the discussion of adherence to telemedicine were based on the relevance of the studies that, in this case, may be considered of poor reliability. Using a greater number of techniques contributed to higher adherence rates 16, 37 and adherence to interventions may increase in drug users who have made various attempts to stay clean, 32 irrespective of whether a face-to-face or telemedicine intervention was used.
Among the limitations of this study is the fact that the therapies used in the studies used different telemedicine strategies and had different periods of follow-up, which makes it difficult to compare them. Another limitation is that the studies were on treatments for different types of substances and included users of single substances or poly drug users.
Despite the limitations found, it was possible to observe that certain factors favor non-adherence to treatment for drug addiction using telemedicine. Adherence is better when more than one intervention technique is used and when the treatment time is shorter.
In some countries, the use of telemedicine is of recent date. Treatments that use this tool are still unknown to many patients and professionals, which leads us to believe that this decreases confidence in the possibility of a positive result and leads to non-adherence.
As rates of non-adherence are high, more research is necessary on personal and socioeducational characteristics of patients which affect non-adherence to interventions using telemedicine technology.
